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To the editor, I read with interest the recent thread 
in the Journal of the Medical Library Association 
concerning the inclusion (or otherwise) of redundant 
terms in published search strategies [1, 2]. It seems 
that both correspondents agree on the value of 
“showing your work” in the development of search 
strategies but have differing views on the role of 
those intermediate solutions in the final published 
strategy. What is needed here is some mechanism to 
differentiate between the semantics of the final 
strategy and variations or alternative solutions that 
may be of interest to others wishing to learn from 
their work or otherwise extend it. 
In my experience, this kind of requirement is, in 
general, poorly served by traditional databases and 
query formalisms. Moreover, I have long argued 
that the “Boolean string” as currently constituted 
has significant shortcomings regarding 
transparency, scalability, and robustness [3], and 
this contributes to many of the errors identified in 
the original article [4]. However, I believe we can 
learn much from solutions developed by related 
professions, in particular the computer science 
community who also need to create and manage 
complex logical artifacts in a transparent and 
reproducible manner. In software development, for 
example, this problem is solved through adopting 
formalisms that support comments and other 
annotations, so that additional variations can be 
included in the published version but play no part in 
the formal semantics. 
In my own work, we are exploring ways to 
make structured searching more robust and 
reproducible and have developed formalisms that 
support this approach. You can see a simple 
example on using the 2Dsearch web application. 
This shows the Boolean string in question modeled 
as objects on a two-dimensional canvas. When 
represented in this form, a variety of novel 
transformations become possible, including the 
ability to “enable” and “disable” components on 
demand [3]. In this example, we see our original five 
terms, but the first four have been “disabled” (as 
indicated by the translucent rendering). As such 
they remain present and available for editing but 
play no part in the semantics of the executed query 
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(which can be verified by opening the results pane). 
This approach can be applied to any search strategy 
or component, and the facility for naming individual 
search blocks further facilitates reusability and 
extension. It is my hope that solutions such as this, 
along with support for the sharing of strategies as 
executable objects in communal repositories, will 
eventually be adopted by the broader community 
and, thus, contribute to transparency and 
reproducibility in the evidence synthesis process. 
REFERENCES 
1. Salvador-Oliván JA, Marco-Cuenca G, Arquero-Avilés R. 
Response to “Redundancy of terms is not an error but plays 
a positive role in composing search strategies” [letter to the 
editor]. J Med Libr Assoc. 2020 Jan;108(1):118–9. DOI: 
http://dx.doi.org/10.5195/jmla.2020.832. 
2. Schoones JW. Redundancy of terms is not an error but plays 
a positive role in composing search strategies [letter to the 
editor]. J Med Libr Assoc. 2020 Jan;108(1):118–9. DOI: 
http://dx.doi.org/10.5195/jmla.2020.780. 
3. Russell-Rose T, Shokraneh F. Designing the structured 
search experience: rethinking the query-builder paradigm. 
Weave J Libr User Exp. 2020;3(1). DOI: 
http://dx.doi.org/10.3998/weave.12535642.0003.102. 
4. Salvador-Oliván JA, Marco-Cuenca G, Arquero-Avilés R. 
Errors in search strategies used in systematic reviews and 
their effects on information retrieval. J Med Libr Assoc. 
2019 Apr;107(2):210–21. DOI: 
http://dx.doi.org/10.5195/jmla.2019.567. 
 
AUTHOR’S AFFILIATION 
Tony Russell-Rose, tgr2uk@gmail.com, http://orcid.org/0000-0003-
4394-9876, Senior Lecturer in Computer Science, University of 
London; Director, UXLabs; and Founder, 2Dsearch, London, United 
Kingdom 
 
Received January 2020; accepted February 2020 
 
 
Articles in this journal are licensed under a Creative 
Commons Attribution 4.0 International License. 
 
This journal is published by the University Library System 
of the University of Pittsburgh as part of its D-Scribe 
Digital Publishing Program and is cosponsored by the 
University of Pittsburgh Press. 
ISSN 1558-9439 (Online) 
